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„ The MAILING DATE of this comm unication appears on the cover sheet witn we correspondence address - 

Period for Reply 

A qHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH{S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 
WHrCHEVER IS LO^^^^^^ THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION 

^eJensVo^s oftl^eiyVe^^^^ under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). Ir. r,o event, however. r.ay a reply be Umely filed 

f^O^'S I^T^r^lZ^^t^olXlt^^ v.,1 apply and v.n -pire SIX (6) MO^^^^^^^ comr^unicatlon. 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I )|EI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 June 2006. 

2am This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle. 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-35 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 10-22 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ r.laimLs^ 1-9. 23-35 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1-85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drBwing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121 (d). 

I I )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19{a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)D Some * c)^ None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Art Unit: 3641 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 26, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 

not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that Dean and Bach are nonanalogous art, it 
has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's 
endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the 
applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the 
claimed invention. See 7n re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443. 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). In this case, Dean and Bach are both drawn towards adjustable supporting 
systems. In identifying analogous art. one may look towards the problems facing the 
inventor at conception to identify the problems identified, in the case at hand. Bach and 
Dean are concerned with supporting along the longitude of a device while allowing 
lateral adjustments from side to side. Dean addresses the lateral adjustments by use of 
brackets sliding along a curved tube, however an improvement could have been done 
through use of the grooved rail taught by Bach to prevent radial/torsional movement 
along the tube of Dean. Not only are the lateral adjustment means of Dean and Bach in 
analogous arts, but they would be art recognized equivalents so far as providing a 
sliding adjustable device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-9, and 23-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dean et al (US 6164507) in view of Bach (US 2375513). 

Dean teaches a rail (20), at least one pair of support brackets (plural 28) coupled 
to rail positioned to support proximal surface (col 4 lines 16-20); and at leaf one flexible 
band (84) for distributing a clamping load substantially across a distal surface (fig 1, as 
the band conforms to the distal surface of object being supported); wherein the support 
brackets (28) has a support portion (fig 2, 62, 64) for distributing said clamping load 
across proximal surface of object being supported. 

Dean doesn't teach the use of a grooved rail, but rather a curved tube along 
which the brackets clamp, nor does Dean teach supporting a duct. Bach and Dean are 



Application/Control Number: 10/708,864 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3641 

in the same field of endeavor, being adjustable mounting systems, and Bacli teaches 
the use of a grooved rail along which the brackets ride and the support of pipes or 
ducts. The motivation for combining Bach and Dean would be to provide for an 
adjustable mounting system that has support against torsional movement along the 
track. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to substitute a grooved track for the tube to create a selectively engageable 
gripping mounting device. 

With respect to claims 2 and 3, the rail of Bach has a series of openings (21 , 22) 
for passing a series of fasteners through (fig 7). 

With respect to claim 4, wherein each support bracket (28) has at least one notch 
(108, 102) and aperture (110) for passing the flexible ban d(32) through. 

With respect to claims 5, 6, 27 and 28, regarding manufacturing process of 
brackets and rails, the method of forming the device is not germane to the issue of 
patentability of the device itself. Therefore, these limitations have not been given 
patentable weight. 

With respect to claim 7, wherein the bracket has a predetermined radius (fig 3). 

With respect to claim 8, regarding a flange interacting with the rail, Bach teaches 
the use of flanges (6, 8) interacting with a rail (19), the motivation to combine as 
described above with respect to claim 1 . 

With respect to claim 9, wherein the flexible band is made of a woven fabric belt 
member (col 5, lines 36-38). 
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With respect to claims 23-35. regarding a plurality of ducts. Dean can be used to 

sue 



ipport multiple parallel surfaces along the beam (24). and Bach can also be used to 
support multiple pipes or ducts along the same track (see figures 19 and 23). 
Furthermore, regarding an airframe with a plurality of ducts supported by said system, 
the first paragraph of applicant's discussion of the background of the invention discloses 
that "aircraft manufacturers are well known for producing aircrafts having HVAC 
systems... typically comprised of a series of cylindrical tubing or ducts... [typically 
requiring] a plurality of support assemblies for mounting each support assembly to the 
airframe of the aircraft." The motivation for using Dean in an airframe can be found in 
Dean which teaches a method for supporting a structure which has a selectively 
engageable gripping surface, and which can be adjusted to support a wide array of 
various sizes and shapes (col 5 lines 23-27). Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time of invention to use a support system as taught by Dean 
and modified by Bach within an aircraft's airframe. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory acfion is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period wiil expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John A. Radi whose telephone number is 571-272-5883. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael J. Carone can be reached on 571-272-6873. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

infomiation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



John A Radi 
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